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Abstract: 
Stroke is one of the major reasons which affect the hu-
man hand functionality and lead to disability. Different 
repetitive exercises are used to regain the hand function-
ality which involves robotic exoskeleton. Soft pneumatic 
actuators are one of the good alternatives to rigid and 
fixed exoskeletons for rehabilitation. This paper presents 
soft robotic gloves fabricated with two different low-
cost silicones which can be used in daily living activities 
and rehabilitation purpose. Soft robotic gloves are light 
weight and compact. These robotic gloves utilize the 
pneumatic pressure to flex and extend the human hand. 
Soft robotic gloves were tested on a healthy object for 
grasping and rehabilitation ability. Results showed that 
robotic glove was able to grasping and do the Kapandji 
test. This work presents an important step toward low 
cost efficient soft robotic devices for rehabilitation of 
stroke patients. 

Keywords: Stroke, rehabilitation devices, pneumatic ac-
tuators, low cost silicones, soft robotic glove, Kapandji 
test

1. Introduction
Human hand is the one of the most useful part in 

daily living activities. Hand disability caused by stroke 
effects the quality of life and cause depression and 
anxiety [1]. Fifteen million people around the world 
experience stroke annually [2]. Number of stroke pa-
tients are increasing in developing countries like Paki-
stan [3] and Thailand [4]. According to World Health 
Organization, Kazakhstan has the highest ratio of 
stroke patients per 100,000 while gulf countries have 
lowest per 100,000 people [5]. There is high chance 
of impairment in these patients as compared to death 
[6]. 60% of the stroke patients do not fully recover at 
3 to 6 months after stroke attack [7].

There are different rehabilitation therapies and pro-
grams are designed for hand and upper limb disabilities 
that involve manual and device-based techniques. The 
developed arm and hand rehabilitation programs are 
playing significant role in recovery of hand disability [8]. 
Robot assisted therapy, constraint-induced movement 
theory, virtual reality training, mental practice and mir-
ror therapy are some of the rehabilitation methods cur-
rently being used [9–10]. With these techniques, which 

Fig. 1. Rigid body rehabilitation robots: (a) The Rutgers Master II [23], (b) Interactive rehabilitation robot [24], 
(c) HandCARE [25], (d) Electromechanical trainer [26], (e) HEXORR [27], (f) Finger exoskeleton [24], (g) Thumb 
exoskeleton [30], (h) Haptic Knob [34], (i) EMG-driven exoskeleton hand robotic [31], (j, n) HANDEXOS [38], 
(k) Electromyographically driven hand orthosis [42], (l) iHandRehab [39], (m) EMG driven exoskeleton for rehabilitation 
training, (o) orthotic hand-assistive exoskeleton [33], (p) Cable driven robotic system to train finger after stroke [40]
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accuracy. Rehabilitation robotic device can provide high-
er number of intense practice sessions with minimum 
supervision of therapist [19]. Robotic assistance thera-
py also has a great influence on behavioral gains which 
can faster the speed of motor recovery after stroke [20]. 
A study showed that within 3 weeks from starting of ro-
bot assisted rehabilitation, patient force generation from 
effected hand increased by 13.7% [18].

Robotic devices for rehabilitation is a fast grow-
ing field in recent years. A lot of robotic devices can 
be found in literature which show the progress in ro-
botic rehabilitation devices [21] as shown in figure 1. 
Greater number of these robotic devices are rigid body, 
heavy and not easy to use as portable device [22]. Some 
of the devices in literature are presented in table 1. 

Rigidness, complexity and heaviness of these sys-
tems is an obstacle in using them out of rehabilitation 
centers and without help of therapist. Lack of compli-
ance (stiffness and softness) is always a problem in 
rehabilitation devices [43]. Bulkiness of these devices 

are hand disability can be recovered significantly as com-
pared to manual therapy sessions [11–12].

Robotics assisted rehabilitation techniques have 
significant result of recovery as compared to manual 
therapy performed by therapist [13]. Robot assisted 
training can be used for patient with different level of 
motor impairment and recovery stage. These training 
can help patient to get back his muscles power [14]. 
As compared to conventional therapy, robotic device 
can provide higher number of dosage (like number of 
repetitions or practice movements) and high intensi-
ty which can be a critical factor in rehabilitation [15]. 
Robot aided therapy have positive influence on stroke 
patients and it can improve motor control aspects for 
long term effects [16]. Recent studies support this hy-
pothesis that rehabilitation with robotic devices is a 
promising approach in hand therapy [17]. 

Different studies [18–19–13] showed that the higher 
number of repetitions increased the speed of rehabili-
tation and robotic device can provide more speed with 

Reference, Developer Actuation system Type of usage System sensors Supported 
movements

The Rutgers Master II-ND 
[23]

Pneumatic Rehabilitation, Virtual 
reality trainings

Hall-effect sensors,
infrared sensor

index, middle, ring 
Finger and thumb

M. Chen [24] Firgelli linear
Actuators

Interactive 
rehabilitation

Force sensors, EMG’s sensor index, middle, ring 
and pinky Fingers

HandCARE [25] Cable Driven , Clutch system Rehabilitation Force Sensors Full hand

Reha-Digit [26] Electromechanical , 
Vibration engine

Rehabilitation Switches index, middle, ring 
and pinky Fingers

HEXORR [27] DC Brushless motor Rehabilitation Optical encoder, torque 
sensor

Full hand 

Ismail Hakan Ertas [28] DC motor , Mechanical 
designed finger

Rehabilitation optical encoder, sEMG One finger at one 
time

H. Kawasaki [29] Servo motors, gears Rehabilitation Force sensor,
Data Glove (Immersion Inc.)

four fingers and a 
thumb

AFX [30] DC AKM motors , cable 
driven mechanism  

Rehabilitation Optical encoders,
tension sensors

One finger at one 
time

K.Y. Tong [31] Linear Firgelli L12 Rehabilitation surface EMG Full Hand

Mulas [32] Hitec servos HS-805BB,
Pulleys, springs

Rehabilitation EMG Full Hand

Rotella [33] Bowden cables Grasping and pinching EMG sensor , Force sensor Full hand

Haptic Knob [34] Haptic Knob Rehabilitation force sensors, Full Hand

J-Glove [35] Bowden cable, servomotor, Rehabilitation EMG sensor Full hand

HIFE [36] Shaft, Motor, gear Rehabilitation Data acquisition card, 
computer application 

One finger at one 
time

Yamaura [37] Pulleys, RC Servo motor Rehabilitation Mechanical switches One finger at one 
time

HANDEXOS [38] Pulleys, DC motor Rehabilitation Mechanical switches One finger at one 
time

iHandRehab [39] RE25, RE36 motors, cables Rehabilitation Angle and
force sensors

Full Hand

Dovat [40] Cable driven, Clutch system, 
DC motor

Rehabilitation “MilliNewton 2 N” force 
sensors

Full Hand

SCRIPT project [41] Digit leaf springs, Tension 
cords

Rehabilitation 
(Prototype)

Bending sensor, Electric force Full Hand

Tab. 1. Previously developed hardware systems and their specification
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made it uncomfortable for using them for stroke ef-
fected hand. Components of these devices like motor 
and material put more stress on effected parts of the 
hand. While considering these limitations, various 
soft exoskeleton robotic devices have been proposed 
for rehabilitation [44]. 

In last decade, soft exoskeleton and artificial mus-
cles are being developed and improving the quality of 
rehabilitation and make it more safe for human-ma-
chine interaction. Actuator material and actuation 
method make it light weight and easy to use for stroke 
patients. In the literature, these robots are referred as 
Exo-Glove [45], Exo-Glove Poly [46], Gait Rehabilita-
tion soft robot [47], MR glove [48], PneuGlove [49], 
RARD [50], GRIPIT [51], Anthropomorphic Robotic 
Hand [52], Origami Shell based pneumatic actuator 
[53], Yu She (Actuator) [54], Hong Kai Yap [55], fluid-
ic pressured glove [56] and Soft Robotic Glove [57] as 
shown in figure 2. 

A wearable soft robotic glove can lead to greater 
improvements of rehabilitation process at home by 
providing enormous number of degree of freedom 
and large bending by single input (e.g. fluidic pres-
sure, air pressure). It can provide the safe human-ma-
chine interaction because of its soft material used for 
actuator fabrication and actuation system away from 
patient body.  It can be cheaper as compared to rigid 
body devices as its material is cheap. Wearable soft 
glove can be easily portable as it has single actuation 
energy source (Fluidic reservoir, Air pressure pump) 
[56].  Moreover, it can be easily used as rehabilitation 
mode and daily activity mode just by adding a switch-
ing for mode change. 

Different designs and actuation methods like shape 
memory alloys (SMA) driven actuators [64], tendon 

driven actuators [65], Fluid driven actuator [66] and 
pneumatic actuators [67] has been developed for re-
habilitation robotic gloves. Most of the tendon driven 
cables support only daily living activities and have 
limited output force and hyperextension. SMA actu-
ators have high operating temperatures ranging from 
(100°C–500°C). Complex design of SMA actuators 
made it difficult to use in rehabilitation purposes and 
daily living activities [64–68]. Pneumatic actuators 
were selected due to higher stiffness, low weight and 
simpler design as compared to above mentioned ac-
tuators.

This paper presents soft robotic gloves for reha-
bilitation which used the inexpensive silicon for fab-
rication of these actuators. Air pressure used as ac-
tuation method in these actuators. Air pressure will 
help the robotic fingers for flexing and extending 
the hand. Glove will be attached on the dorsal side 
of hand which helps the patient to feel the objects 
more naturally.  Actuation energy source and elec-
tromechanical components are mounted separately 
to make sure to put the as low as possible burden on 
human finger.

2. Design 
Soft robotic gloves presented in this work oper-

ates with pneumatic (air) pressure which provides 
the grasping and releasing (extension and flexion) of 
the human hand for rehabilitation practice and daily 
living activities. The gloves are assembled with soft 
pneumatic actuators fabricated with low cost sili-
cones and a cotton glove which gives the support for 
human hand to make it wearable. 

Fig. 2. soft robotic gloves found in literature: (a) Exo-Glove wearable glove base on tendon routing system [45], 
(b) AirExglove A pneumatic and tendon routing system wearable glove [58], (c) A pneumatic wearable soft robotic glove 
[59], (d) Shape memory alloys (SMA’s) glove [60] (e) Pneumatic actuator with origami shell [53], (f) Kirigami-inspired 
Flexible robotic hand [52], (g) A pneumatic glove for rehabilitation training [49], (h) gait rehabilitation soft robot [47], 
(i) Pneumatic robotic glove for rehabilitation [44], (j) Wearable haptic device [61], (k) Pneumatically actuated robotic 
glove controlled with EMG [62], (l) fluidic actuated soft robotic glove for rehabilitation [56], (m) Exo-Glove poly actuated 
by tendon driving system [63]. 
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2.1. Single Pneumatic Actuator
Soft Pneumatic actuator is based on the design 

presented by [69] which shows fast actuation. Pneu-
matic actuator consists of three layers which include 
extensible top layer which have air chambers, inex-
tensible layer and extensible base layer to enclose 
both layers as shown in figure (3-a). 

Molds with required dimensions were designed in 
Solidworks (Dassault Systèmes, Waltham, MA, USA) 
and printed by using 3D printer (Prusa I3) with Poly-
lactic acid (PLA). 3D printed molds are shown in fi-
gure 4. 

Fig. 3. Soft pneumatic actuator design configuration: 
(a) different layers of the actuators are labelled, [71] (b) 
expected bending behavior of the actuator [69] they do 
so relatively slowly (over seconds. 

Fig. 4. 3D printed molds for fabrication of pneumatic 
actuators: (a) upper and lower molds (b) upper and 
lower molds fitted together (c) Base mold.

3. Fabrication 
Soft pneumatic actuator was fabricated with three 

different locally available low cost materials which 
include RTV 225(GGC, Taiwan), RTV 4503(GGC, Ger-
many) and Elastosil M4600(WACKER CHEMIE AG, 
Germany). All three silicones are room temperature 
curing silicones. Elastosil M4600 have fixed mixing 
ratio of 10:1 by weight while RTV 225 and RTV 4503 
mixing ratios of part A and part B can be adjusting as 
application requirement, curing time, stiffness and 
viscosity. Part A is flow-able silicon while Part B is 
curing agent while both have directly proportional ra-
tio for stiffness, curing time and inversely proportion-
al for viscosity. The material properties comparison is 
shown in table 2. 

Different mixing ratios were experimented for get-
ting the required stiffness, curing time and viscosity 
for RTV 225 and RTV 4503. Paraffin oil was used to 
control the concentration level of part A. Table 3 and 
table 4 shows the mixing ratios of RTV 4503 and RTV 
225 respectively for part A, part B (curing agent) and 
paraffin oil. A range of mixing ratios for part B (curing 
agent) with part A and paraffin oil were found during 
the experiments which varies from 1.99–2.98 (g) for 
RTV 4503 while 1.16–1.55 (g) for RTV 225 presented 
in table 3 and table 4. 

Part A, part B and paraffin oil was stirred with 
electric mixer (EMS-52, Thai city electric co. ltd, Thai-
land). The mixture was poured directly into the mold 
as shown in figure 5-a. Stirring of silicon parts usu-
ally produce the bubbles in mixture which cause the 
leaking in actuator’s body. Vacuum chambers or sharp 
edge objects like needle used for degassing depend-
ing on the quantity of air bubbles. In this study, large 
number of air bubbles were observed after stirring 
the mixture. A custom made vacuum chamber was 
used for degassing the mixture. The molds were left 
for curing for 8–12 hours. Fabrication process of actu-
ators is shown in figure 5. Fabrication process of the 
pneumatic actuators is described here in details [69].

Properties Silicon (RTV 225) Silicon (RTV4503) Elastosil M4600
Tensile strength (N/mm2) ≥3.43 5 7

Viscosity at 23° C (mPa s) 15000-17000 35000 12000-20000

Hardness Shore A 28-30 25 20

Tear Strength (N/mm2) ≥22 >20 >20

Operating time (Hour) 0.5 0.5 0.25

Curing time (Hour) 0.5-12 0.5-12 8-12

Mixing ratio Adjustable Adjustable 10:1

Density (g/cm3) - Approximately 1.16 1.1

Density at 23° in water (g/cm3) - 1.16 1.1

Elongation at break (%) ≥420 400 800

Tab. 2. Properties of silicon used in fabrication process
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Fig. 5. Fabrication process of single actuator: (a) stirred 
mixture was poured directly into mold and left for 
curing (b) fabricated air chamber (top layer) after 
demolding, (c) base mold, some mixture was poured 
directly into base and left for curing. Then a paper 
layer was inserted and poured some more silicon 
which glued the upper layer. (d) side view of fabricated 
actuator after inserting the pipe for air supply 
(e) bottom view of actuator. 

Fig. 6. Experimental setup for blocked force test.

4. Results
For Blocked force test, free travel trajectory test 

and glove grasping test, a low-cost air pump was used 
for constant air pressure supply with a pressure sen-
sor (Honeywell, ASDXAVX100PGAA5) and solenoid 
valve (SMC pneumatics, VDW31-5G-3-01).

 
4.1. Blocked Test Force Measurement 

Blocked force test was conducted to measure the 
force generated by soft actuators at tip. Blocked force 
test for evaluating the interaction force of pneumat-
ic actuator is shown in figure 6 where bending end of 
actuator was blocked by sensor and blocked force was 
measured. All three actuators were tested. The experi-
mental results are shown in figure 7 where soft actuator 
fabricated with Elastosil M4600, RTV 225 and RTV 4503 
is generating the output force of 1.36N, 1.15N and 1.03N 
respectively. One of the parameter in blocked force is 
stiffness of actuator which can be increase by input pres-
sure of the actuator, geometry of actuator and stiffness 
of material [72]. RTV 4503 and RTV 225 stiffness can be 
increased or decreased by increasing or decreasing the 
weight percentage of curing agent. The experimental re-
sult of blocked force and input pressure relationship for 
all three silicones is shown in figure 6.

 
4.2. Free Travel Trajectory Tracking 

The setup for free travel trajectory is shown in 
figure 8 (a). One of the end was fixed with connecter 
and air pressure was supplied. There was an initial 
free travel bending of 49° for Elastosil M4600 fabri-

Silicon (g) Paraffin Oil (g) Curing agent (g)
87.31 9.05 3.64

87.94 8.78 3.28

87.52 9.50 2.98

88.57 9.10 2.31

86.98 11.03 1.99

89.51 8.98 1.51

90.01 8.81 1.18

Tab. 3. Mixing ratios of RTV 4503 Silicon elastomer

Silicon (g) Paraffin Oil (g) Curing agent (g)

86.34 11.63 2.03
89.56 8.80 1.64
89.59 8.86 1.55
89.12 9.42 1.46
88.56 10.03 1.41
89.96 8.52 1.16
89.67 9.32 1.01

Tab. 4. Mixing ratios of RTV 225 Silicone elastomer
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cated actuator while RTV series fabricated actuators 
showed free travel bending of 59° and 53° for RTV 
225 and RTV 4503 respectively. Higher free travel 
bending of RTV series actuators were observed and 
it can be explained by the lower stiffness of materials.

The soft robotic actuators were pressurized until 
the full bending at constant pressure as shown in fig-
ure 8 and deformation was recorded by high resolu-
tion camera (iSight camera, iPhone 5) then bending 
angle was analyzed with tracker (https://physlets.

Fig. 7. Pressure and blocked force test for RTV 225, RTV 4503 and Elastosil M4600 fabricated actuators

Fig. 8. setup for free travel trajectory tracking test: (a) Full bending for RTV 225 fabricated actuator, (b) Full bending for 
Elastosil M4600 fabricated actuator, (c) Full bending for RTV 4503 fabricated actuator, (d) Some of the Elastosil M4600 
actuator shows extra inflation at some chamber.

Fig. 9. setup for estimating bending angle variation with pressure: (a) Experimental setup and bending angle definition, 
(b) Pressure and bending angle for RTV 225, (c) Pressure and bending angle for RTV 4503, (d) Pressure and bending 
angle for Elastosil M4600.
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org/tracker/). The experimental results of free trav-
el trajectory over input pressure is shown in figure 9. 
The definition of free travel trajectory (bending angle) 
is defined in figure 9a. The relationship of free travel 
trajectory and input pressure is almost linear. Initial 
angle was deducted and then response was plotted as 
shown in figure 9(b), 9(c) and 9(d).

All three soft robotic fingers were tested for deflec-
tion angle while going under grasping process. RTV 

225 fabricated soft finger shows the 87° deflection at 
48 kPa while RTV 4503 fabricated finger shows the 
deflection of 92° bending deflection under 51 kPa and 
Elastosil M4600 fabricated finger goes under the de-
flection of 124° bending deflection when 58 kPa pres-
sure is applied.  While testing the Elastosil M4600 fab-
ricated finger, it has been observed that some finger 
shows extra inflation (from desired).

Fig. 10. Grasping ability test for soft robotic glove: (a) Pinching pose with thumb and index finger (RTV 225) (b) Index 
finger bending (RTV 4503) (c) Full hand flexion with robotic glove (RTV 225) (d) Full hand flexion with robotic glove (RTV 
4503) (f-1, e-1) Grasping a small bottle with pinching posture (f-2, e-2) Grasping ability of small water bottle with full 
hand (f-3, e-3) Grasping ability of robotic glove for coffee cup (f-4, e-4) picking up the telephone receiver without small 
finger actuated. 

Fig. 11. Kapandji test for rehabilitation purpose: (a) thumb contact with index finger (b) thumb contact with middle 
finger (c) thumb contact with ring finger (d) thumb contact with small finger (e) full hand flexion (f-1 – f-4) soft robotic 
glove assembled with RTV 225 performing all above posture (g-1 – g-4) robotic glove performing the human hand 
posture for rehabilitation standardized test. 
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4.3. Grasping Ability 
Grasping ability of Pneumatic robotic glove was 

tested with healthy subject wearing the glove. Soft 
robotic glove consisted of a woven glove on which 
pneumatic actuators were glued gives the maximum 
comfort to user’s hand. The total weights are 157.82 
g and 160.17g respectively for gloves assembled with 
actuators fabricated of RTV 225 and RTV 4503. The 
ideal soft robotic hand should not exceed from 0.5 kg 
[67]. Glove can be easily mounted and dismounted as 
it fits the human hand easily. 

The healthy subject was instructed to relax his 
muscles and air pressure was inserted in pneumat-
ic actuators to assist the hand for grasping the ob-
jects as shown in figure 10. 

4.4. Kapandji Test
Finger opposition using thumb is one of the more 

difficult exercise for people having grasping difficul-
ties. There are some standardized tests to evaluate 
the ability of affected hand where Kapandji test [66] 
is one of these test which implemented on healthy 
subject. Figure 11 shows the hand postures for stand-
ardize Kapandji test and hand flexion.

5.  Discussion and Conclusion 
In this paper, wearable soft robotic gloves design, 

fabrication and testing has been presented. Pneu-
matic actuators were designed and fabricated with 
three different materials. These actuators are one of 
the best alternatives for rigid and fixed actuators be-
ing used in rehabilitation devices. Results shows that 
glove have capability to replicate the rigid and fixed 
devices for rehabilitation exercise and can help for 
daily living activities and rehabilitative exercises. 

Pneumatic actuators were designed base on Pneu-
Nets architecture. The selected geometry was printed 
with 3D printer and fabricated using three different 
low cost soft silicon materials with high elongation 
properties. Actuation pressure was measured with 
pressure sensor while actuation speed and bend-
ing angle was measured using Tracker. Some of the 
Pneumatic actuators fabricated with Elastosil M4600 
shows extra inflation in some chamber upon pres-
surizing above from 30kPa which can affects the 
bending of robotic glove. Due to unwanted inflation, 
Elastosil M4600 fabricated actuators were not cho-
sen for assembling the soft robotic glove. Different 
mixing ratios were experimented to find the desired 
curing time and stiffness for RTV 4503 and RTV 225 
silicones. Gloves assembled with RTV series silicones 
shows reliable grasping and continuous flexion and 
extension of human hand.

Rehabilitation device for hand should not be more 
than 0.5 kg as a standard for getting the better result 
for rehabilitation where robotic gloves proposed in 
this work weighs 157g and 160g as compared to 220g 
[73] and 230g [74-75]. A rehabilitation finger should 

generate block force of 1N magnitude to facilitate the 
rehabilitation process. Results shows that robotic fin-
ger fabricated with these low cost silicones generate 
more than 1N. Results shows the human hand flexion, 
extension with one of the standardized rehabilitation 
test and grasping of daily living activities object.

By comparing the test results and observations, ro-
botic glove assembled with RTV 225 silicon actuators 
shows more reliable grasping and fast rehabilitation 
exercise movements as compared to robotic glove as-
sembled with RTV 4503 silicone actuator. Currently 
soft robotic gloves are pressurized with single input 
air source with open loop strategy. All the actuators 
are being actuators with single air source resulting 
uniform air pressure to all actuated. Introducing dif-
ferent sensors with close loop strategy can lead to-
ward the better control and reliable actuation.   

There were some observations made during the 
testing of pneumatic actuators.
– Increasing the curing agent can lead to higher 

stiffness, higher pressure, durability, and lower 
curing time.

– It has been observed that direct stirring causes 
a large number of air bubbles inside the mixed 
solution for which higher vacuum inside the 
chamber needed to remove the air bubbles. Trying 
different mixing method can reduce the air bubble 
production inside the solution.

– Block force magnitude can be increased by 
increasing the hardness of materials which result in 
bearing higher pressure to generate higher force.

– It has been observed that some actuator fabricated 
with Elastosil M4600 shows extra inflation at 
some chamber which make it inadequate where 
full bending of actuator is required.
This paper presents low cost soft robotic glove 

with open loop control strategy for assisting at-home 
rehabilitation and daily living activities. Soft robotic 
gloves presented in this paper are assembled with 
pneumatic actuators fabricated with low cost sili-
cones (RTV 225 and RTV 4503). These actuators show 
the fast response on low pressure [76]. Experimental 
results show the ability of grasping and rehabilitation 
test with passive healthy human hand. The proposed 
robotic glove with low cost material exhibits the po-
tential for low cost solution of human hand rehabil-
itation. In future, closed loop strategy with feedback 
from different sensors like force sensor and elastic 
joint angle sensor can lead to better performance of 
these gloves. Furthermore, increasing the material 
stiffness with different curing agent ratio can lead the 
actuators to withhold higher pressure. 

ACKNOWLEDGMENTS
This work was supported by Higher Education Re-

search Promotion of the Higher Education Commis-
sion and the Education Hub Program for the Southern 
Region of ASEAN countries. Authors are also thankful 
to Department of Mechanical Engineering and Facul-
ty of Engineering, Prince of Songkla for providing the 
resources to carry out this research.  



22

Journal of Automation, Mobile Robotics and Intelligent Systems VOLUME  13,      N°  3      2019

Articles22

AUTHORS
Amir Souhail – Department of Mechanical Engineer-
ing, Faculty of Engineering, Prince of Songkla Univer-
sity, Hatyai, Thailand, e-mail: amir.souhail@gmail.
com.

Passakorn Vessakosol* – Department of Mechanical 
Engineering, Faculty of Engineering, Prince of Song-
kla University, Hatyai, Thailand, e-mail: passakorn.
vessakosol@gmail.com.

* Corresponding author

REFERENCES 
[1] S. L. Crichton, B. D. Bray, C. McKevitt, A. G. Rudd, 

and C. D. A. Wolfe, “Patient outcomes up to 
15 years after stroke: survival, disability, quality 
of life, cognition and mental health”, Journal of 
Neurology, Neurosurgery, and Psychiatry, vol. 87, 
no. 10, 2016, 1091–1098

 DOI: 10.1136/jnnp-2016-313361.

[2] C. Ellis, G. Magwood, and B. M. White, “Racial Dif-
ferences in Patient-Reported Post-Stroke Disabil-
ity in Older Adults”, Geriatrics, vol. 2, no. 2, 2017

 DOI: 10.3390/geriatrics2020016.

[3] A. K. Kamal, A. Itrat, M. Murtaza, M. Khan, 
A. Rasheed, A. Ali, A. Akber, Z. Akber, N. Iqbal, 
S. Shoukat, F. Majeed, and D. Saleheen, “The bur-
den of stroke and transient ischemic attack in 
Pakistan: a community-based prevalence study”, 
BMC Neurology, vol. 9, no. 1, 2009

 DOI: 10.1186/1471-2377-9-58.

[4] N. C. Suwanwela, “Stroke Epidemiology in Thai-
land”, Journal of Stroke, vol. 16, no. 1, 2014, 1–7

 DOI: 10.5853/jos.2014.16.1.1.

[5] A. G. Thrift, T. Thayabaranathan, G. Howard, 
V. J. Howard, P. M. Rothwell, V. L. Feigin, B. Nor-
rving, G. A. Donnan, and D. A. Cadilhac, “Global 
Stroke Statistics”, International Journal of Stroke, 
vol. 12, no. 1, 2017, 13–32

 DOI: 10.1177/1747493016676285.

[6] J. P. Bettger, L. Thomas, L. Liang, Y. Xian, 
C. D. Bushnell, J. L. Saver, G. C. Fonarow, and 
E. D. Peterson, “Hospital Variation in Functional 
Recovery After Stroke”, Circulation. Cardiovascu
lar Quality and Outcomes, vol. 10, no. 1, 2017

 DOI: 10.1161/CIRCOUTCOMES.115.002391.

[7] J. S. Knutson, M. Y. Harley, T. Z. Hisel, and J. Chae, 
“Improving Hand Function in Stroke Survivors: 
A Pilot Study of Contralaterally Controlled Func-
tional Electric Stimulation in Chronic Hemiple-
gia”, Archives of Physical Medicine and Rehabili
tation, vol. 88, no. 4, 2007, 513–520

 DOI: 10.1016/j.apmr.2007.01.003.

[8] J. A. Franck, R. J. E. M. Smeets, and H. A. M. Seelen, 
“Changes in arm-hand function and arm-hand 
skill performance in patients after stroke during 
and after rehabilitation”, PloS One, vol. 12, no. 6, 
2017

 DOI: 10.1371/journal. pone.0179453.

[9] Y. J. Kang, H. K. Park, H. J. Kim, T. Lim, J. Ku, S. Cho, 
S. I. Kim, and E. S. Park, “Upper extremity reha-
bilitation of stroke: Facilitation of corticospi-
nal excitability using virtual mirror paradigm”, 
Journal of NeuroEngineering and Rehabilitation, 
vol. 9, no. 1, 2012

 DOI: 10.1186/1743-0003-9-71.

[10] B. H. Dobkin and A. Dorsch, “New evidence for 
therapies in stroke rehabilitation”, Current Ar
therosclerosis Reports, vol. 15, no. 6, 2013, 331

 DOI: 10.1007/s11883-013-0331-y.

[11] A. Rahman and A. Al-Jumaily, “Design and Devel-
opment of a Bilateral Therapeutic Hand Device 
for Stroke Rehabilitation”, International Jour
nal of Advanced Robotic Systems, vol. 10, no. 12, 
2013

 DOI: 10.5772/56809.

[12] P. Sale, V. Lombardi, and M. Franceschini, “Hand 
Robotics Rehabilitation: Feasibility and Prelimi-
nary Results of a Robotic Treatment in Patients 
with Hemiparesis”, Stroke Research and Treat
ment, 2012

 DOI: 10.1155/2012/820931.

[13] P. S. Lum, C. G. Burgar, P. C. Shor, M. Majmundar, 
and M. Van der Loos, “Robot-assisted movement 
training compared with conventional therapy 
techniques for the rehabilitation of upper-limb 
motor function after stroke”, Archives of Physical 
Medicine and Rehabilitation, vol. 83, no. 7, 2002, 
952–959

 DOI: 10.1053/apmr.2001.33101.

[14] C.-L. Yang, K.-C. Lin, H.-C. Chen, C.-Y. Wu, and  
C.- L. Chen, “Pilot comparative study of unilateral 
and bilateral robot-assisted training on upper-
extremity performance in patients with stroke”, 
The American Journal of Occupational Therapy, 
vol. 66, no. 2, 2012, 198– 206

 DOI: 10.5014/ajot.2012.003103.

[15] V. S. Huang and J. W. Krakauer, “Robotic neurore-
habilitation: A computational motor learning 
perspective”, Journal of NeuroEngineering and 
Rehabilitation, vol. 6, no. 1, 2009

 DOI: 10.1186/1743-0003-6-5.

[16] G. B. Prange, M. J. A. Jannink, C. G. M. Groot-
huis-Oudshoorn, H. J. Hermens, and M. J. Ijzer-
man, “Systematic review of the effect of 
robot-aided therapy on recovery of the hemipa-
retic arm after stroke”, Journal of Rehabilitation 



23

Journal of Automation, Mobile Robotics and Intelligent Systems VOLUME  13,      N°  3       2019

Articles 23

Research and Development, vol. 43, no. 2, 2006, 
171–184.

[17] N. Friedman, V. Chan, A. N. Reinkensmeyer, 
A. Beroukhim, G. J. Zambrano, M. Bachman, and 
D. J. Reinkensmeyer, “Retraining and assessing 
hand movement after stroke using the Mu-
sicGlove: Comparison with conventional hand 
therapy and isometric grip training”, Journal of 
NeuroEngineering and Rehabilitation, vol. 11, 
2014

 DOI: 10.1186/1743-0003-11-76.

[18] J. Stein, H. I. Krebs, W. R. Frontera, S. E. Fasoli, 
R. Hughes, and N. Hogan, “Comparison of Two 
Techniques of Robot-Aided Upper Limb Exer-
cise Training After Stroke”, American Journal of 
Physical Medicine & Rehabilitation, vol. 83, no. 9, 
2004, 720–728

 DOI: 10.1097/01.PHM.0000137313.14480.CE.

[19] N. Norouzi-Gheidari, P. S. Archambault, and 
J. Fung, “Effects of robot-assisted therapy on 
stroke rehabilitation in upper limbs: Systematic 
review and meta-analysis of the literature”, Jour
nal of Rehabilitation Research and Development, 
vol. 49, no. 4, 2012, 479–496.

[20] C. D. Takahashi, L. Der-Yeghiaian, V. Le, R. R. Mo-
tiwala, and S. C. Cramer, “Robot-based hand mo-
tor therapy after stroke”, Brain, vol. 131, no. 2, 
2008, 425–437

 DOI: 10.1093/brain/awm311.

[21] R. A. Bos, C. J. Haarman, T. Stortelder, K. Nizamis, 
J. L. Herder, A. H. Stienen, and D. H. Plettenburg, 
“A structured overview of trends and technolo-
gies used in dynamic hand orthoses”, Journal of 
NeuroEngineering and Rehabilitation, vol. 13, 
no. 1, 2016

 DOI: 10.1186/s12984-016-0168-z.

[22] P. Maciejasz, J. Eschweiler, K. Gerlach-Hahn, 
A. Jansen-Troy, and S. Leonhardt, “A survey on 
robotic devices for upper limb rehabilitation”, 
Journal of NeuroEngineering and Rehabilitation, 
vol. 11, no. 1, 2014

 DOI: 10.1186/1743-0003-11-3.

[23] M. Bouzit, G. Burdea, G. Popescu, and R. Boian, 
“The Rutgers Master II-new design forcefeed-
back glove”, IEEE/ASME Transactions on Mecha
tronics, vol. 7, no. 2, 2002, 256–263

 DOI: 10.1109/TMECH.2002.1011262.

[24] M. Chen, S. Ho, H. F. Zhou, P. M. Pang, X. Hu, D. Ng, 
and K. Y. Tong, “Interactive rehabilitation robot 
for hand function training”. In: 2009 IEEE Inter
national Conference on Rehabilitation Robotics, 
2009, 777–780

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2009.5209564.

[25] L. Dovat, O. Lambercy, R. Gassert, T. Maeder, 
T. Milner, T. C. Leong, and E. Burdet, “HandCARE: 
A Cable-Actuated Rehabilitation System to Train 
Hand Function After Stroke”. In: IEEE Transac
tions on Neural Systems and Rehabilitation Engi
neering, vol. 16, no. 6, 2008, 582–591

 DOI: 10.1109/TNSRE.2008.2010347.

[26] S. Hesse, H. Kuhlmann, J. Wilk, C. Tomelleri, and 
S. G. B. Kirker, “A new electromechanical trainer 
for sensorimotor rehabilitation of paralysed fin-
gers: A case series in chronic and acute stroke 
patients”, Journal of NeuroEngineering and Reha
bilitation, vol. 5, 2008

 DOI: 10.1186/1743-0003-5- 21.

[27] C. N. Schabowsky, S. B. Godfrey, R. J. Holley, and 
P. S. Lum, “Development and pilot testing of 
HEXORR: hand EXOskeleton Rehabilitation Ro-
bot”, Journal of NeuroEngineering and Rehabili
tation, vol. 7, 2010

 DOI: 10.1186/1743-0003-7-36. 

[28] I. H. Ertas, E. Hocaoglu, D. E. Barkana, and V. Pato-
glu, “Finger exoskeleton for treatment of tendon 
injuries”. In: 2009 IEEE 11th International Confer
ence on Rehabilitation Robotics, 2009, 194–201

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2009.5209487. 

[29] H. Kawasaki, S. Ito, Y. Ishigure, Y. Nishimoto, 
T. Aoki, T. Mouri, H. Sakaeda, and M. Abe, “Devel-
opment of a Hand Motion Assist Robot for Re-
habilitation Therapy by Patient Self-Motion Con-
trol”. In: 2007 IEEE 10th International Conference 
on Rehabilitation Robotics, 2007, 234–240

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2007.4428432. 

[30] F. Wang, M. Shastri, C. L. Jones, V. Gupta, C. Oss-
wald, X. Kang, D. G. Kamper, and N. Sarkar, “De-
sign and control of an actuated thumb exoskele-
ton for hand rehabilitation following stroke”. In: 
2011 IEEE International Conference on Robotics 
and Automation, 2011, 3688–3693

 DOI: 10.1109/ICRA.2011.5980099. 

[31] N. S. K. Ho, K. Y. Tong, X. L. Hu, K. L. Fung, X. J. Wei, 
W. Rong, and E. A. Susanto, “An EMG-driven exo-
skeleton hand robotic training device on chronic 
stroke subjects: Task training system for stroke 
rehabilitation”. In: IEEE International Conference 
on Rehabilitation Robotics, 2011

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2011.5975340. 

[32] M. Mulas, M. Folgheraiter, and G. Gini, “An 
EMG-controlled Exoskeleton for Hand Rehabili-
tation”. In: 9th International Conference on Reha
bilitation Robotics, 2005, 371–374

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2005.1501122. 

[33] M. F. Rotella, K. E. Reuther, C. L. Hofmann, 
E. B. Hage, and B. F. BuSha, “An orthotic hand-as-



24

Journal of Automation, Mobile Robotics and Intelligent Systems VOLUME  13,      N°  3      2019

Articles24

sistive exoskeleton for actuated pinch and 
grasp”. In: 2009 IEEE 35th Annual Northeast Bio
engineering Conference, 2009, 1–2

 DOI: 10.1109/NEBC.2009.4967693. 

[34] O. Lambercy, L. Dovat, H. Yun, S. K. Wee, C. Kuah, 
K. Chua, R. Gassert, T. Milner, C. L. Teo, and E. Bur-
det, “Rehabilitation of grasping and forearm 
pronation/supination with the Haptic Knob”. In: 
2009 IEEE International Conference on Rehabili
tation Robotics, 2009, 22–27

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2009.5209520. 

[35] J. M. Ochoa, D. G. Kamper, M. Listenberger, and 
S. W. Lee, “Use of an electromyographically driv-
en hand orthosis for training after stroke”. In: 
IEEE International Conference on Rehabilitation 
Robotics, 2011

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2011.5975382. 

[36] U. Mali and M. Munih, “HIFE-haptic interface for 
finger exercise”. In: IEEE/ASME Transactions on 
Mechatronics, vol. 11, no. 1, 2006, 93–102

 DOI: 10.1109/TMECH.2005.863363. 

[37] H. Yamaura, K. Matsushita, R. Kato, and H. Yokoi, 
“Development of hand rehabilitation system 
for paralysis patient – Universal design using 
wire-driven mechanism”. In: Proceedings of the 
31st Annual International Conference of the IEEE 
Engineering in Medicine and Biology Society: 
Engineering the Future of Biomedicine, 2009, 
7122–7125

 DOI: 10.1109/IEMBS.2009.5332885. 

[38] A. Chiri, F. Giovacchini, N. Vitiello, E. Cattin, 
S. Roccella, F. Vecchi, and M. Carrozza, “HAN-
DEXOS: Towards an exoskeleton device for the 
rehabilitation of the hand”. In: 2009 IEEE/RSJ In
ternational Conference on Intelligent Robots and 
Systems, 2009, 1106–1111

 DOI: 10.1109/IROS.2009.5354376. 

[39] J. Li, R. Zheng, Y. Zhang, and J. Yao, “iHand- Re-
hab: An interactive hand exoskeleton for active 
and passive rehabilitation”. In: IEEE Internation
al Conference on Rehabilitation Robotics, 2011

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2011.5975387. 

[40] L. Dovat, O. Lambercy, V. Johnson, B. Salman, 
S. Wong, R. Gassert, E. Burdet, T. C. Leong, and 
T. Milner, “A Cable Driven Robotic System to 
Train Finger Function After Stroke”. In: 2007 
IEEE 10th International Conference on Rehabili
tation Robotics, 2007, 222–227

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2007.4428430. 

[41] F. Amirabdollahian, S. Ates, A. Basteris, A. Cesa-
rio, J. Buurke, H. Hermens, D. Hofs, E. Johansson, 
G. Mountain, N. Nasr, S. Nijenhuis, G. Prange, 
N. Rahman, P. Sale, F. Schätzlein, B. v. Schooten, 

and A. Stienen, “Design, development and de-
ployment of a hand/wrist exoskeleton for home-
based rehabilitation after stroke – SCRIPT pro-
ject”, Robotica, vol. 32, no. 8, 2014, 1331–1346

 DOI: 10.1017/S0263574714002288. 

[42] J. M. Ochoa and D. Kamper, “Development of an 
actuated cable orthotic glove to provide assis-
tance of finger extension to stroke survivors”, 
Revista Ingeniería Biomédica, vol. 3, no. 5, 2009, 
75–82. 

[43] H. H. Kwee, “Rehabilitation Robotics-Softening 
the Hardware”, IEEE Engineering in Medicine and 
Biology Magazine, vol. 14, no. 3, 1995, 330–335

 DOI: 10.1109/51.391766. 

[44] H. K. Yap, J. H. Lim, F. Nasrallah, J. C. H. Goh, 
and R. C. H. Yeow, “A soft exoskeleton for hand 
assistive and rehabilitation application using 
pneumatic actuators with variable stiffness”. In: 
2015 IEEE International Conference on Robotics 
and Automation (ICRA), 2015, 4967–4972

 DOI: 10.1109/ICRA.2015.7139889. 

[45] H. In, B. B. Kang, M. Sin, and K.-J. Cho, “Exo-Glove: 
A Wearable Robot for the Hand with a Soft Ten-
don Routing System”, IEEE Robotics Automation 
Magazine, vol. 22, no. 1, 2015, 97–105

 DOI: 10.1109/MRA.2014.2362863. 

[46] B. B. Kang, H. Lee, H. In, U. Jeong, J. Chung, and 
K.-J. Cho, “Development of a Polymer-Based Ten-
don-Driven Wearable Robotic Hand”. In: 2016 
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and 
Automation (ICRA), 2016, 3750–3755

 DOI: 10.1109/ICRA.2016.7487562. 

[47] Y. S. Song, Y. Sun, R. van den Brand, J. von Zitze-
witz, S. Micera, G. Courtine, and J. Paik, “Soft ro-
bot for gait rehabilitation of spinalized rodents”. 
In: IEEE/RSJ International Conference on Intelli
gent Robots and Systems, 2013, 971–976

 DOI: 10.1109/IROS.2013.6696468. 

[48] H. K. Yap, H. Y. Ng, and C.-H. Yeow, “High-Force 
Soft Printable Pneumatics for Soft Robotic Ap-
plications”, Soft Robotics, vol. 3, no. 3, 2016

 DOI: 10.1089/soro.2016.0030. 

[49] L. Connelly, Y. Jia, M. L. Toro, M. E. Stoykov, 
R. V. Kenyon, and D. G. Kamper, “A Pneumatic Glove 
and Immersive Virtual Reality Environment for 
Hand Rehabilitative Training After Stroke”, IEEE 
Transactions on Neural Systems and Rehabilita
tion Engineering, vol. 18, no. 5, 2010, 551–559

 DOI: 10.1109/TNSRE.2010.2047588. 

[50] M. C. H. Chua, L. J. Hoon, and R. C. H. Yeow, “De-
sign and evaluation of Rheumatoid Arthritis re-
habilitative Device (RARD) for laterally bent fin-
gers”. In: 2016 6th IEEE International Conference 



25

Journal of Automation, Mobile Robotics and Intelligent Systems VOLUME  13,      N°  3       2019

Articles 25

on Biomedical Robotics and Biomechatronics 
(BioRob), 2016, 839–843

 DOI: 10.1109/BIOROB. 2016.7523732. 

[51] B. Kim, H. In, D.-Y. Lee, and K.-J. Cho, “Develop-
ment and assessment of a hand assist device: 
GRIPIT”, Journal of Neuroengineering and Reha
bilitation, vol. 14, no. 1, 2017

 DOI: 10.1186/s12984-017-0223-4. 

[52] Y. H. Chan, Z. Tse, and H. Ren, “Design evolution 
and pilot study for a kirigami-inspired flexible 
and soft anthropomorphic robotic hand”. In: 
2017 18th International Conference on Advanced 
Robotics (ICAR), 2017, 432–437

 DOI: 10.1109/ICAR.2017.8023645. 

[53] L. Paez, G. Agarwal, and J. Paik, “Design and Anal-
ysis of a Soft Pneumatic Actuator with Origami 
Shell Reinforcement”, Soft Robotics, vol. 3, no. 3, 
2016, 109–119

 DOI: 10.1089/soro.2016.0023. 

[54] Y. She, J. Chen, H. Shi, and H.-J. Su, “Modeling 
and Validation of a Novel Bending Actuator for 
Soft Robotics Applications”, Soft Robotics, vol. 3, 
no. 2, 2016, 71–81

 DOI: 10.1089/soro.2015.0022. 

[55] H. K. Yap, J. H. Lim, F. Nasrallah, J. Cho Hong Goh, 
and C.-H. Yeow, “Characterisation and evaluation 
of soft elastomeric actuators for hand assistive 
and rehabilitation applications”, Journal of Me
dical Engineering & Technology, vol. 40, no. 4, 
2016, 199–209

 DOI: 10.3109/03091902.2016.1161853.

[56] P. Polygerinos, Z. Wang, K. C. Galloway, R. J. Wood, 
and C. J. Walsh, “Soft robotic glove for combined 
assistance and at-home rehabilitation”, Robotics 
and Autonomous Systems, vol. 73, 2015, 135–143

 DOI: 10.1016/j.robot.2014.08.014. 

[57] P. Polygerinos, K. C. Galloway, S. Sanan, M. Her-
man, and C. J. Walsh, “EMG controlled soft robot-
ic glove for assistance during activities of daily 
living”. In: 2015 IEEE International Conference on 
Rehabilitation Robotics (ICORR), 2015, 55–60

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2015.7281175. 

[58] A. Stilli, A. Cremoni, M. Bianchi, A. Ridolfi, F. Gerii, 
F. Vannetti, H. A. Wurdemann, B. Allotta, and 
K. Althoefer, “AirExGlove — A Novel Pneumatic 
Exoskeleton Glove for Adaptive Hand Rehabilita-
tion in Post-Stroke Patients”. In: 2018 IEEE Inter
national Conference on Soft Robotics (RoboSoft), 
2018, 579–584

 DOI: 10.1109/ROBOSOFT. 2018.8405388. 

[59] T. Jiralerspong, K. H. L. Heung, R. K. Y. Tong, and 
Z. Li, “A Novel Soft Robotic Glove for Daily Life 
Assistance”. In: 2018 7th IEEE International Con

ference on Biomedical Robotics and Biomecha
tronics (Biorob), 2018, 671–676

 DOI: 10.1109/BIOROB. 2018.8488060. 

[60] J. Shintake, V. Cacucciolo, D. Floreano, and H. Shea, 
“Soft Robotic Grippers”, Advanced Materials, 2018

 DOI: 10.1002/adma.201707035. 

[61] C. Pacchierotti, S. Sinclair, M. Solazzi, A. Frisoli, 
V. Hayward, and D. Prattichizzo, “Wearable Hap-
tic Systems for the Fingertip and the Hand: Tax-
onomy, Review, and Perspectives”, IEEE Transac
tions on Haptics, vol. 10, no. 4, 2017, 580–600

 DOI: 10.1109/TOH.2017.2689006. 

[62] P. Polygerinos, K. C. Galloway, S. Sanan, M. Her-
man, and C. J. Walsh, “EMG controlled soft robot-
ic glove for assistance during activities of daily 
living”. In: 2015 IEEE International Conference on 
Rehabilitation Robotics (ICORR), 2015, 55–60

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2015.7281175. 

[63] B. B. Kang, H. Lee, H. In, U. Jeong, J. Chung, and 
K.-J. Cho, “Development of a polymer-based 
tendon-driven wearable robotic hand”. In: 2016 
IEEE International Conference on Robotics and 
Automation (ICRA), 2016, 3750–3755

 DOI: 10.1109/ICRA.2016.7487562. 

[64] Y. She, C. Li, J. Cleary, and H.-J. Su, “Design and 
Fabrication of a Soft Robotic Hand With Embed-
ded Actuators and Sensors”, Journal of Mecha
nisms and Robotics, vol. 7, no. 2, 2015

 DOI: 10.1115/1.4029497. 

[65] J. P. King, D. Bauer, C. Schlagenhauf, K.-H. Chang, 
D. Moro, N. Pollard, and S. Coros, “Design. Fabri-
cation, and Evaluation of Tendon-Driven Multi- 
Fingered Foam Hands”. In: 2018 IEEERAS 18th 
International Conference on Humanoid Robots 
(Humanoids), 2018, 1–9

 DOI: 10.1109/HUMANOIDS. 2018.8624997. 

[66] P. Polygerinos, K. C. Galloway, E. Savage, M. Her-
man, K. O. Donnell, and C. J. Walsh, “Soft robotic 
glove for hand rehabilitation and task specific 
training”. In: 2015 IEEE International Conference 
on Robotics and Automation (ICRA), 2015, 2913–
–2919

 DOI: 10.1109/ICRA.2015.7139597. 

[67] J. Wang, Z. Liu, and Y. Fei, “Design and Testing of 
a Soft Rehabilitation Glove Integrating Finger 
and Wrist Function”, Journal of Mechanisms and 
Robotics, vol. 11, no. 1, 2019

 DOI: 10.1115/1.4041789. 

[68] Y. Yang, Y. Chen, Y. Li, M. Z. Q. Chen, and Y. Wei, 
“Bioinspired Robotic Fingers Based on Pneu-
matic Actuator and 3D Printing of Smart Mate-
rial”, Soft Robotics, vol. 4, no. 2, 2017, 147–162

 DOI: 10.1089/soro.2016.0034. 



26

Journal of Automation, Mobile Robotics and Intelligent Systems VOLUME  13,      N°  3      2019

Articles26

[69] P. Polygerinos, B. Mosadegh, and A. Campo, 
“Fabrication | Soft robotics toolkit”. 62 https://
softroboticstoolkit.com/book/pneunets-fabri-
cation. Accessed on: 2019-10-16. 

[70] B. Mosadegh, P. Polygerinos, C. Keplinger, S. Wenn-
stedt, R. F. Shepherd, U. Gupta, J. Shim, K. Bertoldi, 
C. J. Walsh, and G. M. Whitesides, “Pneumatic Net-
works for Soft Robotics that Actuate Rapidly”, Ad
vanced Functional Materials, vol. 24, no. 15, 2014, 
2163–2170

 DOI: 10.1002/adfm.201303288. 

[71] P. Polygerinos, B. Mosadegh, and A. Campo, “De-
sign | Soft robotics toolkit”. https://softrobotic-
stoolkit.com/book/pneunets-design. Accessed 
on: 2019-10-16. 

[72] D. Drotman, M. Ishida, S. Jadhav, and M. T. Tolley, 
“Application-Driven Design of Soft, 3-D Printed, 
Pneumatic Actuators with Bellows”, IEEE/ASME 
Transactions on Mechatronics, vol. 24, no. 1, 
2019, 78–87

 DOI: 10.1109/TMECH.2018.2879299. 

[73] C. G. Rose and M. K. O’Malley, “Hybrid Rigid- Soft 
Hand Exoskeleton to Assist Functional Dexteri-
ty”, IEEE Robotics and Automation Letters, vol. 4, 
no. 1, 2019, 73–80

 DOI: 10.1109/LRA.2018.2878931. 

[74] P. M. Aubin, H. Sallum, C. Walsh, L. Stirling, and 
A. Correia, “A pediatric robotic thumb exoskel-
eton for at-home rehabilitation: The Isolated 
Orthosis for Thumb Actuation (IOTA)”. In: IEEE 
13th International Conference on Rehabilitation 
Robotics, 2013

 DOI: 10.1109/ICORR.2013.6650500. 

[75] H. Zhang, A. S. Kumar, F. Chen, J. Y. H. Fuh, and 
M. Y. Wang, “Topology Optimized Multimaterial 
Soft Fingers for Applications on Grippers, Re-
habilitation, and Artificial Hands”, IEEE/ASME 
Transactions on Mechatronics, vol. 24, no. 1, 
2019, 120–131

 DOI: 10.1109/TMECH.2018.2874067.

[76] A. Souhail and P. Vassakosol, “Low Cost Soft Ro-
botic Grippers for Reliable Grasping”, Journal of 
Mechanical Engineering Research and Develop
ments, vol. 41, no. 4, 2018, 88–95

 DOI: 10.26480/jmerd.04.2018.88.95. 


